SUPPLEMENTAL RESPONSE UNDER 37 C.F.R. § 1 .116 Attorney Docket No. Q61668 
U.S. Appln. No. 09/775,626 

REMARKS 

This Response, filed in reply to the Office Action dated July 21, 2006, and Advisory 
Action dated November 14, 2006, is believed to be fully responsive to each point of rejection 
raised therein. Accordingly, favorable reconsideration on the merits is respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-53 are all the claims pending in the application. 

In the detailed comments of the Advisory Action, the Examiner contends: 

Applying the broadest reasonable interpretation of the claims, the user of 
the system can know about the data, so long as it has not been received. The 
examiner assumes unreceived means that it is unreceived by the page, which 
means the data can be received by the [ ] computer and stored in a separate file or 
a database, so long as it is not received by the page, it is considered not received. 

Even assuming arguendo that such a broad construction is appropriate for broadly 
described "unreceived data", it is not appropriate for "unreceived data" that has been described 
more particularly. For example, Applicant's claim 36 describes unreceived data as data not 
received by the computer. In the cited art, the Examiner contends that data has been received by 
the computer as discussed in the Advisory Action. According to claim 36, this cannot be 
unreceived data, or data not yet received. Therefore, claim 36 is patentable over the art. 

Similarly, claim 39 describes date yet to be received as data not provided to a user. In the 
cited art, the Examiner contends that data has been made known to the user. According to claim 
39, this cannot be "unreceived data" or data not yet received. Therefore, claim 39 is patentable 
over the art. 

The Advisory Action creates an ambiguity in the record, and at a minimum, claims 36 
and 39 are patentable over the art . 
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In view of the above, reconsideration and allowance of this application are now believed 
to be in order, and such actions are hereby solicited. If any points remain in issue which the 
Examiner feels may be best resolved through a personal or telephone interview, the Examiner is 
kindly requested to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 

The USPTO is directed and authorized to charge all required fees, except for the Issue 
Fee and the Publication Fee, to Deposit Account No . 19-4880. Please also credit any 
overpayments to said Deposit Account. 

Respectfully submitted, 



SUGHRUE MION, PLLC 
Telephone: (202) 293-7060 




Facsimile: (202) 293-7860 

WASHINGTON OFFICE 

23373 

CUSTQNSER NUMBER 

Date: December 21, 2006 
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